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whether on central or provincial revenues must, however,
be contingent on present injustices being remedied. The
recent publication of the Report of the Davidson Com-
mittee enables a more authentic presentation of facts and
figures than was previously possible.   The manner in
which however this important question has been handled
is one which might give cause for dissatisfaction to the
States. When the States asked for redress at the hands of
the Butler Committee, they were told that the working out
of credits and debits under each head was much too com-
plicated a matter and that another expert Committee was
necessary. That expert Committee was never appointed.
Under the terms of their reference, the Davidson Com-
mittee were permitted to consider matters 'not specifically
mentioned in their terms of reference, but which have so
close a bearing upon the matters remitted to them that
they cannot, in the Committee's view, be disregarded'.
Under the latitude thus given, the Committee have made
recommendations regarding certain economic grievances
of the States, but only such as involve 'a measure of im-
munity from contribution to central revenues'"in regard
to certain prospective federal subjects'.   They have dis-
claimed any idea of regarding themselves as the expert
Committee which was contemplated in the Butler Report.
Such being the case, they ruled out of order many claims
put forward by the States (paragraph n of the Report),
and perhaps no other opportunity for their consideration
would now arise.  Again, the contribution made by the
States to Imperial Defence has not been examined, and
this naturally puts certain States with military traditions,
like Kashmir, at a great disadvantage, in that they appear
to enjoy immunities without a quid pro quo.   It is only
when the whole economic case of the States is comprehen-
sively reviewed that any opinion can be formed whether

